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After the gulf war in 1991, Saddam Hussein
agreed to abide by United Nations Security
Council Resolutions 686, 687, and 688. By
agreeing to these resolutions, Hussein was re-
quired to, among other things: allow inter-
national weapons inspectors to oversee the
destruction of his weapons of mass destruc-
tion; not develop new weapons of mass de-
struction; destroy all of his ballistic missiles
with a range greater than 150 kilometers; stop
support for terrorism and prevent terrorist or-
ganizations from operating within Irag; help
account for missing Kuwaitis and other individ-
uals; return stolen Kuwaiti property and bear
the financial liability for damage from the gulf
war; and end his repression of the Iragi peo-
ple. Mr. Speaker, he has taken none of these
required actions.

As a matter of fact, over the past decade,
Saddam Hussein has shown nothing but con-
tempt for the United Nations and its member-
states. In all, Hussein has violated sixteen crit-
ical U.N. resolutions. It became obvious that
Hussein had no intention of cooperating with
the U.N. when Iraq ceased cooperation with
weapons inspectors on October 31, 1998,
after several years of evading, deceiving, and
even harassing U.N. weapons inspectors. This
flagrant violation of U.N. Resolution 687
prompted the passage of U.N. Resolution
1205, which called on Iraq to continue “imme-
diate, complete and unconditional coopera-
tion” with U.N. weapons inspectors. These
events led to the Clinton Administration sign-
ing the Iraqi Liberation Act of 1998 into law,
which clarifies the official position of the
United States as promoting regime change in
Irag. Regardless, it has been four years since
weapons inspectors last visited Iraq. There is
no doubt that within this time Hussein has re-
invigorated his weapons programs, and ac-
cording to the International Institute for Stra-
tegic Studies, an independent research center
based in London, there is little doubt that Hus-
sein’s nuclear capabilities are within reach.

If Saddam Hussein persists in violating U.N.
Security Council resolutions and refuses to
disarm and the use of force becomes our only
option, then the goal of military action should
not just be to remove weapons of mass de-
struction from Irag. Military action must also
have the end result of removing Hussein from
power. In the end, nothing short of a regime
change will liberate the Iragi people, whom
Saddam Hussein has repressed for more than
two decades. Since April of 1991, Hussein has
continued to ignore U.N. Resolution 688,
which requires him to allow immediate access
to international humanitarian organizations to
help those in need of assistance in Iraq. Fur-
thermore, Hussein punishes his people by di-
verting funds from the U.N.’s “oil-for-food” pro-
gram to pay for his weapons programs. | be-
lieve Saddam Hussein will continue to do what
he has done so effectively in the past: violate
the basic human rights of every Iraqi citizen.

| would now like to read to you the following
excerpt from the book The Threatening Storm:
The Case for Invading Iraq by Kenneth M.
Pollack. Mr. Pollack, a former analyst on Iraq
for the Central Intelligence Agency who served
on the National Security Council during the
Clinton Administration, is one of the foremost
experts on Saddam Hussein and the Iraqi re-
gime.

This is a regime that will gouge out the
eyes of children to force confessions from
their parents and grandparents. This is a re-
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gime that will crush all of the bones in the
feet of a two-year-old-girl to force her moth-
er to divulge her father’s whereabouts. This
is a regime that will hold a nursing baby at
arm’s length from its mother and allow the
child to starve to death to force the mother
to confess. This is a regime that will burn a
person’s limbs off to force him to confess or
comply. This is a regime that will slowly
lower its victims into huge vats of acid, ei-
ther to break their will or simply as a means
of execution. This is a regime that applies
electric shocks to the bodies of its victims,
particularly their genitals, with great cre-
ativity. This is a regime that in [the year]
2000 decreed that the crime of criticizing the
regime (which can be as harmless as sug-
gesting that Saddam’s clothing does not
match) would be punished by cutting out the
offender’s tongue. This is a regime that prac-
tices systematic rape against its female vic-
tims. This is a regime that will drag in a
man’s wife, daughter, or other female rel-
ative and repeatedly rape her in front of him.
This is a regime that will force a white-hot
metal rod into a person’s anus or other ori-
fices. This is a regime that employs thalium
poisoning, widely considered one of the most
excruciating ways to die. This is a regime
that will behead a young mother in the
street in front of her house and children be-
cause her husband was suspected of opposing
the regime. This is a regime that used chem-
ical warfare on its own Kurdish citizens—not
just on the fifteen thousand killed and
maimed at Halabja but on scores of other vil-
lages all across Kurdistan. This is a regime
that tested chemical and biological warfare
agents on Iranian prisoners of war, using the
POWs in controlled experiments to deter-
mine the best ways to disperse the agents to
inflict the greatest damage.

This is the fate that awaits thousands of
Iraqis each year. The roughest estimates are
that over the last twenty years more than
two hundred thousand people have dis-
appeared into Saddam’s prison system, never
to be heard from again. Hundreds of thou-
sands of others were taken away and, after
unforgettable bouts of torture that left them
psychologically and often physically man-
gled, eventually were released or escaped. To
give a sense of scale, just the numbers of
Iraqis never heard from again would be
equivalent to about 2.5 million Americans
suffering such a fate.

It is true that Iraq has said publicly that it
will allow weapons inspectors to return. While
some members of the United Nations believe
Iraq is taking the necessary steps to rectify its
past transgressions, Iraq has placed several
conditions that can only hamstring the U.N.’s
efforts. If the U.N. bows to Hussein's de-
mands, the legitimacy of the entire organiza-
tion could be called into question.

The purpose of this resolution is to author-
ize the President to use such force as may be
necessary to protect the national security of
the United States from threats posed by Iraq
and to enforce U.N. Resolutions. Yet even
more clear than this language is the message
it sends. This resolution sends the message of
resolve. It shows that we are resolved to pro-
tect ourselves and our allies with whatever
means are necessary. And, it is precisely be-
cause of this message that we open up the
possibility of a peaceful settlement to this
great threat. To be clear, after eleven years of
dealing with Iraq one thing is certain: Saddam
Hussein is motivated only when he finds he
has no other options. This resolution dem-
onstrates our unity behind action, should he
fail to meet the demands of the international
community. Without it, we can be assured that
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Hussein’s Iraq will continue stockpiling and de-
veloping weapons of mass death, providing
safe haven for terrorists, and tormenting his
own people. Meanwhile, the danger for Amer-
ican and our allies will grow even worse.

Additionally, we seem to be experiencing
quite a logjam in the U.N. | believe that pas-
sage of this resolution will help break that im-
passe and secure a meaningful and direct res-
olution from the U.N., which will help build a
larger multilateral coalition around this just
cause. If these last attempts at a peaceful so-
lution do fail, then we must show that we are
resolved to act to rid the world of this great
threat.

Mr. Speaker, war should always take a
backseat to peace. | still hold out hope that a
peaceful solution can be reached. Unfortu-
nately, time and time again, Saddam Hussein
has forsaken his opportunities for peace. He is
aggressively seeking to acquire nuclear weap-
ons and build up his other weapons of mass
destruction. The longer he is allowed to make
progress on these deadly projects, the greater
the threat to us—including the threat that Iraq
could supply terrorists with weapons of mass
destruction. If Hussein refuses to comply, the
United States must take action, or risk the use
of biological, chemical, or nuclear weapons
against us on our own soil.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, the decision be-
fore the Congress this week is whether or not
to give the President the option to use force
with Iraq if all else fails. It is similar to the one
before the Congress early in my career when
the elder Bush was in the White House. The
main difference was that Iraq had invaded a
sovereign nation, Kuwait, to the outrage of the
world community.

The world agreed that Irag was the aggres-
sor and must be driven out. The U.N. voted
for precisely that and we led the effort. Al-
though much clearer in circumstance, it was
an extremely difficult decision.

Today things are not quite so clear. There
has been no invasion and there, at least at the
moment of this writing, is no U.N. sanction for
military action.

The arguments are more like piling straws
on a camel’'s back. Saddam Hussein is a mur-
derer of his own people. He is a warmonger,
witness Kuwait, Iran and the Kurds in his own
country. He aggressively pursues the develop-
ment of nuclear weapons. Remember Israel
bombed an Iragi nuclear facility many years
ago. Hussein still pursues that goal. He has
accumulated thousands of liters of chemical
and biological weapons and is not afraid to
use them, in fact he has used them against
Iran and his own people. He planned an at-
tempted assassination of an American presi-
dent. He defies U.N. resolutions that ended
the '91 Gulf War, which called for the destruc-
tion of all weapons of mass destruction. He re-
fused to allow weapons inspectors to do their
job and threatened and intimidated them at
every turn.

Now we are told that Iraqg may have become
a weapons supermarket for terrorism. Some al
Qaeda leaders are there and other terrorist or-
ganizations have close ties; i.e. Abu Nidal. We
are told that Hussein provides $25,000 to
each family of the suicide bombers who attack
Israel. And we can't forget that during the Gulf
War Hussein rained Scud missiles down on in-
nocent Israeli civilians in Tel Aviv and other
communities. Iraq now is working to extend
the range of their missiles.



